
To the Honorable Commissioners of the FCC,

I am writing to you today, as a private citizen, one who greatly depends on my
broadcast news to keep me informed and apprised of important issues in my
community, so I am empowered to make educated and informed personal and
political decisions.  I am quite concerned that various media avenues may soon
have less regulation which will be quite injurious to a diverse media that is
necessary to serve the democratic process of an informed public.

Regarding Docket No. 02-277, The Biennial Review of the FCC's broadcast media
ownership rules, I am voicing my support to retain all the FCC rules in
question. These rules set limits on concentration of the broadcast industry and
serve the public interest by preserving diversity of ownership in the broadcast
marketplace. These rules are; The Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule, The
Broadcast-Newspaper Cross Ownership Ban, The National Television Ownership Rule,
The Duopoly Rule for Radio, The Local Television Ownership Rule, and The Dual
Network Rule.

The precious privilege to carry on informed debate and discussion of current
events, both locally and globally, is so sacred, it is protected in our
Constitution. If the avenues for sharing information are restricted to very few,
then I fear that the quality of the information presented will decay. What is
the value of varied information sources when they are controlled by a single
voice?  Our democracy depends upon a diverse and competitive media from a
variety of viewpoints and sources which ensures the free flow of information,
and upon which we base our important political and personal decisions.

In such an environment, the commercial interest inevitably compromises the
public interest. The FCC has rules limiting ownership to preserve the ecology of
a healthy marketplace of ideas. If the FCC undermines this ecology by removing
the rules, it undermines the future health of the marketplace of information,
and leaves the corporations to decide what is in the best interest of the
public, a severe conflict of interest.

Congress and the Supreme Court have long recognized that a functioning democracy
depends on a media open to independent and unconventional news and a varied
entertainment media.  If we exist in an environment in which our news outlets
have merged together, both print and broadcast, our ability to open informed
discussion is restricted.  It is the FCC's responsibility to protect the ability
of the public to access diverse information and perspectives.  If the FCC roles
back the rules limiting ownership, it would do away with many of those rules
remaining that still protect the public.

One small point, the airwaves are already compromised with the present mergers.
None of the mainstream news outlets that I have heard are informing the public
that these hearings are even occurring, it would mean if they are passed, or
that the public has a right to be heard.  I urge you to rule in the public
interest on this matter. The public interest will be served by preserving the
FCC’s Broadcast Media ownership rules.

Thank you,
Denise L. Kreps
25040 Cobb Drive
Willits, CA 95490
(707) 459-2542


